appeared in subsequent Kraus catalogs. Phillipps manuscripts continue to be resold to the present day.
This lengthy process of dispersal scattered the Phillipps manuscripts around the world. Many of them remained in Britain or migrated to Western European countries-in some cases, back to the countries  om which they had originated. But a signifi cant number crossed the Atlantic and are now in institutional or private collections in North America. This study focuses on those Phillipps manuscripts that are now located in institutional collections in the United States and Canada.
Counting the Numbers
Both De Ricci's Census and Faye and Bond's Supplement include a concordance of Phillipps manuscript numbers against entries in these catalogs. The concordance in the Census contains 601 unique Phillipps numbers, as well as a further 59 alternative numbers for manuscripts with multiple numbers. There are also 22 manuscripts with a Phillipps provenance where the Phillipps number is unknown or unrecorded. 4 In addition to these, there are several Phillipps manuscripts listed in Census entries that are not recorded in the concordance (e.g., Phillipps no. 31862 at the Folger Library). There are also a few cases where the Census records the Phillipps number incorrectly (e.g., Phillipps no. 16291 among the Plimpton manuscripts, recorded in the Census as 16921).
The concordance in Faye and Bond's Supplement contains 227 unique Phillipps numbers, as well as a further 24 items where alternative numbers refer to the same manuscript, and 2 more where the Phillipps number was unknown or unrecorded. 5 There is at least one Phillipps manuscript that is described in the Supplement without any reference to its Phillipps number; this is Phillipps no. 2067, then owned by Mrs. Edward L. Doheny and subsequently sold at Christie's in 198⒎ There is very little overlap between the Census and the Supplement. There appear to be only three Phillipps manuscripts that appear in both catalogs. Combining the fi gures  om the Census and the Supplement, we can estimate that, of the medieval and Renaissance manuscripts in the Phillipps collection, as many as 850 may have been in North America in the early 1960s. If the duplicate numbers are added, manuscripts in North American collections may have covered about nine hundred of the Phillipps numbers. This is about 11 percent of the eight thousand medieval and Renaissance codices then in North American public collections, as estimated by Lisa Fagin Davis. 6 These fi gures include manuscripts in private collections, at least at the time of the original Census in the mid-1930s. But they do not cover manuscripts that fall outside the defi ned scope of both the Census and its Supplement: "Western manuscripts before 1600." A large proportion of the Phillipps collection was in fact devoted to manuscripts and documents of the seventeenth, eighteenth, and nineteenth centuries, which therefore fell outside the scope of these catalogs. The Folger Shakespeare Library, in particular, already held many post-1600 Phillipps manuscripts at the time of De Ricci's original Census.
The current total of Phillipps manuscripts in North America is more than double the number recorded in the Census and its Supplement. At the present day, there are an estimated 2,300 Phillipps manuscripts in public institutional collections. These include 2,180 Phillipps numbers, and about 120 manuscripts that are described as having a Phillipps provenance but not a Phillipps number. The actual number of manuscripts is slightly less than this, since these fi gures include some manuscripts with more than one Phillipps number. The Grolier Club's collection of approximately fi ve thousand unnumbered  agments is not included in these calculations. This substantial increase is not entirely due to the continuing purchase and acquisition of Phillipps manuscripts by North American libraries and museums since the 1960s. The increased fi gure given here includes postRenaissance Phillipps materials, many of which had been acquired prior to the 1960s. It also refl ects the transfer of several major private col lections to public institutions and the conversion of previously private collections into public ones. Auctions of manuscripts  om the Phillipps collection continued into the 1970s, so North American institutions were still able to buy Phillipps manuscripts until then. But, since the 1980s, there have been far fewer opportunities to acquire Phillipps manuscripts; the Schoenberg Database of Manuscripts records an annual average of only sixteen transactions involving Phillipps manuscripts over the last thirty years. All this helps to explain why the increase in Phillipps manuscripts since the 1960s has been considerably less than the overall growth in North American manuscript collections, as calculated by Conway and Davis. 7 Many Phillipps manuscripts may remain in private hands in North America. But it is impossible to estimate how many or what proportion, or to know which manuscripts are owned by private collectors. This kind of information is simply no longer available, even though Conway and Davis have provided valuable information about the dispersal of some of the earlier private collections.
8 It may well be the case that factors like the cuttingup of some manuscripts  om the 1940s onwards, as well as the recent "democratization" of antiquarian bookselling through web services like AbeBooks, have made it more feasible for small collectors to purchase Phillipps material. Over the subsequent century and a quarter, the history of the Phillipps manuscripts in North America has been similar to the history of manuscript collecting more generally, though that history has yet to be written.
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Several of the major private universities have signifi cant Phillipps collections, acquired partly by purchase and partly through donations and bequests. Harvard University, which owns about 160 Phillipps manuscripts, began collecting in 1896 and has been steadily adding to its collection ever since.
11 Columbia University's collection of Phillipps manuscripts began with George A. Plimpton's bequest of fi  -three manuscripts in 1936, and has subsequently grown to about eighty-three in total.
Yale University did not start to collect Phillipps manuscripts until receiving a series of donations in the 1940s and 1950s, especially  om David Wagstaff . Purchases began in the mid-1950s and increased signifi cantly a er the opening of the Beinecke Library in 196⒊
12 Yale now has the largest collection of Phillipps manuscripts in North America, with almost four hundred in the Beinecke Library and about sixty in other libraries (including more than thirty in the Lewis Walpole Library).
Several other universities have substantial collections of Phillipps manuscripts. The University of Kansas has 127 items, mostly consisting of Porter family papers purchased between 1948 and 200⒌ The University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign holds more than eighty-most of them purchased before 1925, and the rest in the 1940s. The University of California, Berkeley owns sixty-fi ve manuscripts, more than twenty of which are in the Robbins Collection, though mostly acquired a er its donation by Lloyd Robbins in 195⒉ Princeton University holds sixty-three Phillipps manuscripts, many purchased since the 1980s. Among them are eight in the Scheide Library, housed at Princeton since 1959 and bequeathed in 20⒖ The University of Pennsylvania owns forty-fi ve Phillipps manuscripts, seven of which were included in the Schoenberg donation of 20⒒ Indiana University has thirtytwo, many of which are individual leaves in the Poole collection. Others form part of the Parker collection.
In the public library sector, there are Phillipps manuscripts in only a relatively small number of institutions. The largest collection is in the Library of Congress, which has grouped 1,100 items representing about seventy Phillipps numbers into a single "Sir Thomas Phillipps collection." Other collectors began collecting a er De Ricci's Census or collected manuscripts that fell outside the scope of his survey. Typical of these was Wilmarth S. Lewis, whose library devoted to Horace Walpole and the eighteenth century was assembled between the 1920s and 1970s. It included more than thirty manuscripts and was bequeathed to Yale University in 1980. Another Yale benefactor was James M. Osborn, who collected  om the late 1930s to the late 1950s. His collection, which focused on the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, included at least fi  Phillipps manuscripts. Thomas E. Marston's collection, sold to Yale in 1962, contained at least seventeen Phillipps manuscripts.
At Harvard University, there are twenty-one Phillipps manuscripts in the Printing & Graphic Arts Collection (MS Typ) as the result of the col-lecting activity of Philip Hofer  om the 1930s onwards. Another Harvard
The Grolier Club has subsequently added to its Phillipps collection. Exhibited in the Phillipps Room at the Grolier Club is the only surviving set of wooden archival boxes  om Thirlestaine House, together with a large number of manuscript  agments and documents crammed into it. These were acquired in 200⒊ They have never been listed, but contain about fi ve thousand items.
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Not all of the important private collectors donated their manuscripts to institutional libraries. In the earlier twentieth century, there was a small but very signifi cant group of major collectors whose personal collections were transformed into institutional collections. Most of these collections were assembled in the early twentieth century, and most of the institutional transformations took place in the 1920s and 1930s. The earliest of these was the Henry E. Huntington Library, established as a trust in 1919 and fi rst opened to researchers in 19⒛ 19 The Huntington now holds one hundred numbered Phillipps manuscripts, more than half of which are in the Battle Abbey archives, purchased in 192⒊ There are also four unnumbered Phillipps manuscripts and fi ve that are among the incunabula originally  om the library of Leander van Ess.
The Folger Library, which opened in 1932, housed the collections assembled over the previous thirty years by Henry Clay Folger. 20 It now contains about 260 Phillipps manuscripts-one of the largest collections in North America. Most of these are sixteenth-and seventeenth-century documents, with the result that only about one-third of the Folger's Phillipps manuscripts appear in De Ricci's Census.
The The Getty Museum is another exception. Established in 1974, it did not collect medieval manuscripts until the purchase of the illuminated manuscript collection of Peter Ludwig in 198⒊ Among this remarkable German collection were fi  een important Phillipps manuscripts. The Getty Museum subsequently sold eight of these: three in 1988, and fi ve in 1997 (Ludwig VII 2, XI 4, XII 1, XII 4, XIII 10, XIV 1, XV 6, and XV 16). None of these has so far reappeared in a public collection in North America, though one (Ludwig XIII 10; Phillipps no. 20760) is now in the Wellcome Library in London. It is worth noting that the Phillipps manuscripts have not been immune  om the "biblioclast" activities of Otto Ege and his ilk, which have spread individual manuscript leaves and  agments across public and private collections alike. At least four of the Phillipps manuscripts have the dubious distinction of having been acquired by Otto Ege in the 1940s and distributed as part of his various sets of manuscript leaves. These manuscripts are now scattered across numerous North American institutions. As documented by Scott Gwara, 25 they are as follows: 
Gathering the Data
Identi ing the Phillipps manuscripts now held in institutional collections in North America is a diffi cult task. This is not for lack of information, for the most part, although some manuscripts and some collections have disappeared without trace. In fact, there is a proliferation of sources and catalogs, but the problem is the lack of coordination between them. This refl ects the bigger picture for information about historical manuscripts in North America-partial, outdated union lists and a myriad of institutional catalogs that are o en inconsistent in their practices.
De Ricci's Census and Faye and Bond's Supplement still remain important starting-points. 33 Both include concordances between their entries and the Phillipps manuscript numbers. They give a good picture of the Phillipps manuscripts in North America in the mid-1930s and the early 1960s respectively. Their major drawbacks are, fi rstly, that their scope is limited to medieval and Renaissance manuscripts (although De Ricci is rather inconsistent in applying this limit) and, secondly, that a signifi cant number of the manuscripts moved-or disappeared  om view-in subsequent decades. Many of these subsequent histories can be gleaned  om the "Directory of Collections in the United States and Canada with Pre-1600 Manuscript Holdings" compiled by Melissa Conway and Lisa Fagin Davis, which includes a good deal of valuable information about the subsequent fate of the private collections identifi ed in the earlier catalogs.
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One useful, current source is Digital Scriptorium, which brings together digitized or partly-digitized manuscripts  om a range of contributing institutions. But not all North American libraries with digitized manuscripts contribute to Digital Scriptorium, and few of those that do contribute have digitized the majority of their manuscript holdings. A further limitation is that Digital Scriptorium's scope is also restricted to medieval and Renaissance manuscripts. As a result, less than 20 percent of the Phillipps manuscripts now in North American institutional collections are recorded in Digital Scriptorium (455 out of about 2,300 items).
Another major current source of consolidated data is the Schoenberg Database of Manuscripts. Its focus is on entries  om sale and auction catalogs, for which it has extensive coverage. These have been supplemented to some extent by library catalogs and lists of holdings, but information about current locations-and about donations and other forms of transfer-is much sparser. It includes cross-references to the Census and its Supplement, but it shares the same limitations in chronological scope as those predecessors. While it incorporates information  om the Phillipps printed catalog, this is only for those entries relating to medieval and Renaissance manuscripts.
A useful specialized supplementary source is the printed catalog of English legal manuscripts once owned by Phillipps, compiled by Sir John Baker. 35 This lists 276 Phillipps legal manuscripts now held in North America-many of them post-1600 and undocumented in the main consolidated sources. Baker's list is arranged according to Phillipps numbers, and is accompanied by a useful "Index of Present Owners" that gives the current shelfmarks. At least three Phillipps manuscripts included in the main list have, however, been omitted  om the index.
Beyond these aggregated sources, one must rely on the many catalogs of individual institutions. Those libraries and museums with large manuscript holdings-and suffi cient funds-have usually produced a printed catalog of their holdings. 36 These catalogs are normally very detailed, accurate, and thorough. For the most part, though, they are limited in scope to medieval and Renaissance manuscripts, usually with 1600 as the cut-off date. Their coverage is also increasingly out-of-date.
Institutional cataloging practices vary greatly. Some institutions have transferred all the information  om their printed manuscript catalogs into their online catalogs; others maintain separate manuscript databases or search aids. Some-especially art museums-do not make their collections database available over the web at all, and only off er selected digital highlights of their collection online. Some simply refer the researcher to their printed catalogs.
Where manuscripts are described in catalogs and databases, the treatment of provenance can be very inconsistent. Some institutions provide detailed and thorough provenance information, though it is o en hidden in a "notes" fi eld. These notes may not be searchable, even with a keyword search. The location of provenance information may vary between records in the same catalog. Only a few institutions go as far as providing an additional access point for Sir Thomas Phillipps as a former owner, thereby enabling all former Phillipps manuscripts to be identifi ed through an "author" search. At the other extreme, some catalogs have no provenance information at all.
Other problems include a failure to record Phillipps numbers, even when mentioning Phillipps as a former owner. The digital images of New York Public Library, MA 140 clearly show two Phillipps numbers on the fi rst page of the manuscript, but the numbers are not quoted in the accompany-ing catalog record, though the Phillipps provenance is noted. Nor do they appear in the Digital Scriptorium record for the same manuscript. The opposite problem can be found in the catalog record  om the Rosenbach Museum and Library, referred to above, which quotes the number as an ownership mark, without mentioning that it is a Phillipps number or that Phillipps was the former owner.
Finding Phillipps manuscripts through a library catalog search, then, can be a rather hit-or-miss process. Saving and exporting catalog records once they have been found can also be diffi cult, even with the most thorough and comprehensive online catalogs. For most library databases, relevant records can only be exported individually or in small batches, and o en in a limited range of bibliographic formats that may not include the crucial provenance notes. While this may partly refl ect the limitations and inconsistencies endemic in manuscript cataloging practices, it mainly results  om the limitations of the specifi c brand of so ware involved and the choices made in confi guring that so ware for use. Some libraries only allow registered users to save and export catalog records. The Schoenberg Database of Manuscripts, in contrast, provides all its data as downloadable Excel or CSV fi les. These can then be analyzed, fi ltered, and imported into other environments.
The so ware of choice for bibliographic discovery services in many larger academic and research libraries is, increasingly, the Ex Libris product Primo. The implementation of Primo by Harvard University in its HOLLIS+ service provides a fairly typical picture of its limitations and constraints. Only thirty catalog records can be exported at one time, though HOLLIS+ contains at least 164 high-quality records for Phillipps manuscripts. Various export options are off ered, but none are entirely satisfactory. Emailing the records does not include the Phillipps number or Harvard shelfmark for the manuscript. Saving the records in the EasyBib format has the same limitations. Saving the records in RefWorks requires a user account. Saving the records in the RIS format (suitable for EndNote and Zotero) does not include the Harvard shelfmark and only includes the Phillipps number if it is given as an "Alternate Title"-not if it is contained in a "Note" fi eld. Harvard's cataloging practice varies between these two approaches.
Constructing a master list of the Phillipps manuscripts themselves, against which to check institutional holdings, is no easy task either. Phillipps's own printed catalog has been the subject of extensive study and reconstruction, especially by Munby. 37 Published in stages between 1837 and 1871, it covers manuscript numbers up to 23,83⒎ Subsequent numbers are covered to some extent by the probate inventory drawn up in 1872 by Edward A. Bond of the British Museum, a er Phillipps's death. There are two diff erent versions of this inventory in the Horblit collection in the Grolier Club (Phillipps Collection Cat. 13 and Cat. 14). They are handwritten and have never been published.
The fi rst version, described by Munby, extends the list of Phillipps manuscripts  om no. 23838 to no. 2617⒐ Another copy of this version is in the Bodleian Library (MS Phillipps-Robinson e.466). Munby added the manuscript titles  om this version to his annotated working copy of the printed catalog, copies of which are in several major libraries. The second version of the probate inventory in the Grolier Club is somewhat longer, fi nishing with no. 2636⒌ It seems to have been used as a working tool by Phillipps's grandson, Thomas FitzRoy Fenwick, during the decades he spent on the gradual dispersal of the manuscripts. It includes numerous corrections and renumberings.
Both the printed and handwritten catalogs suff er  om inherent problems. Some manuscripts have duplicate numbers, and some numbers refer to more than one manuscript. Phillipps was inconsistent in assigning numbers; in some cases, one number may cover several volumes or a whole collection of documents, while in other cases a number may simply refer to a single document or a single object. My approach here, as a general rule, has been to count institutional holdings against the Phillipps numbers, despite these inconsistencies, rather than attempting to count actual volumes or documents.
Conclusion
A substantial number of Phillipps manuscripts have moved  om Great Britain to North America as part of the long process of dispersal of the Phillipps collection. Many were acquired before De Ricci's Census of 1935, while others were acquired before Faye and Bond's Supplement in 196⒉ At that time, they represented about 11 percent of all medieval and Renaissance codices in North American public collections. Today, those collections contain more than 2,300 Phillipps manuscripts.
The Phillipps manuscripts now in North America were not acquired simply because of their Phillipps provenance. Instead, they bear witness to the breadth of the Phillipps collection and to its quality. Some were collected for their beauty and their rarity, such as the Morgan Library's illuminated manuscripts. Some were collected for their specialist content, such as the English common law manuscripts in the Harvard Law Library and in the Robbins Library at the University of California Berkeley. Some were collected for their documentary value for North American history and for European history, such as the Phillipps documents in the Library of Congress and the early modern materials in the Folger Library. Some were collected for their artistic value, exemplifi ed by the artworks and photographs at Harvard University, the Metropolitan Museum of Art, and the Gilcrease Museum.
In many ways they mirror the broader history of manuscript collecting in North America. This is certainly true of the period between the 1890s and the 1970s, the era when all the great Phillipps auction sales took place, when only a few private collectors (such as the Morgans) were allowed direct access to the Phillipps collection, and when the only American dealer permitted to buy directly was Dr. Rosenbach. Many of the manuscripts were acquired by the major private universities, either by purchase or as the result of donations and bequests by individual private collectors. But Phillipps manuscripts are also spread across many university and college libraries (public and private, large and small), as well as in a number of public sector collecting institutions. The libraries and museums that emerged  om the collections of various well-known individuals have, in most cases, significant holdings of Phillipps manuscripts.
